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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on April 
15, 2009 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 

invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 6-8, 10-12, and 14-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Timmons et al. (US 2004/0088190) alone. 

Regarding claims 6, 10, and 14, Timmons discloses an expense management 
system including a business partner terminal (PCP, 800, Fig. 2) that sends invoice 
information (includes billing or debit note data, par. 15, par. 25) and an expense 
management apparatus (healthcare facility, 700, Fig. 2) that manages the received 
invoice information (par. 18), wherein the expense management apparatus includes an 
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expense master database (data warehouse, par. 14, 16, healthcare facility has access 
to data warehouse which is interpreted to mean 'including' the database, physical 
location of database is a matter of design choice) storing master information for 
business partners (dataset Includes patient census data, transaction data, healthcare 
facility information, items sold, price charged, etc., par. 6, 14), means to calculate debit 
Information (determines charges in their records, par. 18, facility reviews Invoice and 
determines if it is accurate, par. 25) based on the invoice information and stored 
expense master Information of a business partner (facility examines charges on Invoice, 
par. 18, expense information is used to generate invoice) thereby generating calculated 
debit Information (facility must have something to compare to invoice data), and 
accuracy determining means for comparing the calculated debit information with the 
debit Information sent from the business partner terminal (charges on invoice are 
compared to their records, par. 6, par. 18, facility determines if invoice is accurate, i.e., if 
various charges are correct, par. 25) and determining whether the sent debit information 
corresponds to the calculated debit information (looks for discrepancies or errors, par. 6, 
par. 18, par. 25). 

The system of Timmons differs from the claimed invention in that the business 
partner is not explicitly shown to be associated with the business partner terminal 
apparatus. 

However, the business partner could be associated with any number of entities 
without affecting the functioning of the invention. The particular entity to which the 
business partner is associated would not affect the nature or functioning of the invention 
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and has not been shown to serve any particular purpose or solve any stated problem, 
thus would be a matter of design choice. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the system of Timmons so that the business partner is associated 
with the business partner terminal apparatus, as suggested by design choice, to provide 
a means for organizing and classifying relevant data which are used for expense 
management. 

Regarding claim 7, the apparatus includes a notification means to send a 
verification request to the business partner terminal when it is determined that the 
calculated and sent debit information do not correspond (facility may request a credit 
memo if discrepancies are found, par. 18). Regarding claim 8, the apparatus includes 
estimation means (past records, par. 18) for determining debit information without using 
invoice information. Regarding claims 11, 12, 15, and 16, the features of the invention 
recited in these claims have already been addressed in the rejection above. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed on April 15, 2009 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. Applicant argues that the prior art reference does not disclose all 
the recited features of the claimed invention. In particular, applicant argues that the 
Timmons reference does not disclose a calculation means for calculating debit 

information based on invoice information and stored expense master information or an 
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accuracy determination means for comparing calculated debit information with debit 
note information. 

The examiner disagrees and stands by the rejection. As stated in the rejection 
above, Timmons shows an expense management apparatus (health care facility) that 
receives invoice and debit note information (i.e., the invoice with an itemized list of items 
ordered, individual charges and the total bill, par. 14, 15). The apparatus examines 
charges listed on the invoice and compares them to their records to determine if there 
are any discrepancies (par. 18, includes finding discrepancies within the invoice itself 
not just the total charge) to determine if the invoice is accurate (par. 25 line 9-10, 
accuracy determining means). Among other things, this process would involve 
performing calculations on various quantities listed on the invoice along with the 
expense master information (individual prices, quantities, totals, etc.) to determine if 
charges, etc., listed on the invoice are accurate. This would produce calculated debit 
information which is compared with debit information on the bill and would require a 
calculation means. In the examiner's view, this is standard accounting procedure, in 
common practice, used to determine the accuracy of a bill which includes a number of 
different items and separate charges. 

Conclusion 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CHRISTOPHER R. BUCHANAN whose telephone 
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number is (571)272-8134. Tine examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri. 9:00am 
- 5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ryan Zeender can be reached on 571-272-6790. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more Information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/C. R. B./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 3627 



/F. Ryan Zeender/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3627 



